Indicators of Well-Being in Indiana Counties Indicators of Well-Being in Indiana Counties

Unemployment .| % of Population in - e Estimated % of Pop. gt | SwrSyeaveh Chidren cder s Estimated % of Pop
June 2000 ' 2000 f"mrfy’ Uninsured under 65 ° Ju,:m — %‘?' in Poverty, Uninsured under 65 *
2000
INDIAMA 5.0% 9.5% 13, 7% 9.49% INDIANA 5.0% 9.5% 13.7% 9.4%
Adams 3.8% 9.1% 12.2% 9.6% Orange 8.5% 12.4% 11.5% 3.8%
Allen 5.2% 9.1% 14.8% 9.0% Owen 5.8% 9.4% 9.1% 7.3%
Bartholomew 4.0% 7.3% 10.5% 10.3% Parke 4.6% 11.5% 18.7% 10.6%
Benton 4.8% 5.5% 3.9% 10.6% Perry 5.0% 9 4% 18.B% 7.1%
Blackiord 7.0% B.7% 13.0% 7.9% Pike 5.6% B.0% 10.9% 6.1%
Roane 3.0% 5.2% 5.4% 10.7% Porter 5.2% 5.9% 9.0% 7.7%
Brown 1.B% B.9% 10.7T% B.9% Posey 4.00% 7.4% 12.5% 9.4%
Carroll 1.5% 6.8% 7.9% 11.5% Pulaski b.5% B.1% 12.7T% 9.8%
Cass 5.8% 7.6% 10.7% B.1% Putnam 4,1% B.0% 12.0% 10.3%
Eark ;g :;: Iéi: 'I;J;: Randolph 6.3% 11.1% 16.2% 5.7%
ay J i 15, } 3.7% 7.5% 9.6% 9.B%
Clinton 4.1% B.6% 13.7% B.7% ::-I:Y 4. 1% 7.1% 6.7% 10.8%
Crawfard . (% 16.8% 31.5% 1.5% Saint Joseph 5.0% 10.4% 16.9% 9.3%
Daviess 3.5% 11.8% 11.4% 6.5% Scott 5.2% 13.1% 12.6% 3.4%
Dearbarn 4.6% . 6% 7.8% 9.2% Shelby 4.1% 7.6% 9.8% 10.4%
Decatur 2.9% 9.3% 12.0% 8.8% Spencer 4.1% 6.9% B.1% 10.1%
Dekalb 5.0% 5.9% 7.9% 9.6% Starke B.8% 11.1% 15.3% 7.0%
Delaware 5.4% 15.1% 17.9% 9.6% Steuben 6. 4% b.T% 10.2% 12.5%
Dubois 1.1% 5.3% 7.1% 11.5% Sullivan 5.0% 10.9% 17.6% 7.1%
Elkhart 4.4% 7.8% 11.3% 92.3% Switzerland 6.3% 131.9% 14.31% 7.9%
Fayette 7.8% 7.9% 11.4% 7.2% Ti Ance 1.6% 15.4% 18.3% 13.7%
Floyd 3.6% 8.7% 17.4% 9.0% Tipton 4.1% 5.1% 9.6% 11.1%
Fountain B.1% B.5% 13.7% 9.1% Union 4.3% 9.7% 14.4% B.T%
Franklin 4.4% 7.1% 9.I% 10.1% Yanderburgh 4.0% 11.2% 20.4% 10.4%
Fulton 5.6% 7.6% 11.2% 9.1% Vermillion b.4% 9.5% 10.3% 9.3%
gtrﬂ:ll :g ﬂ.]:x 1:2 ﬂ.g mu 5.9% 14.1% 20.1% 9.9%
rant . 11, 19, 6. ‘Wahash 4.9% 6.9% 13.0% 9.9%
Greemne 7.0 11.0% 14.3% 8.3% Warren 7.7% 6.5% 12.7% 8.9%
Hamilton 2.9% 2.9% 3.0 7.9% ‘Warrick 3.4% 5.3% 6.1% 10.3%
Hancock 1.5% 1.0% J.4% 10.1% wm'hinll.ﬂn 5.9% 10.6% 15.4% 6.1%
Harrisan 1.2% 6. 4% 7.6% 7.1% Wayne 5.4% 11.4% 18.4% B.4%
Hendricks 1.5% 1.6% 3.0% 9.0% Wells 1.9% 5.9% 11.9% 11.6%
Henry 5.7% ) 7.8% 15.6% 9.5% 'White T.1% 7.0% 6.7% 11.1%
Howard 5. 1% . 9.5% 17.6% 9.6% Whitley 4.9% 4.9% b.0% 10.3%
Huntington 4. 7% 5.5% 6.7% 10.2%
Jackson 4.5% B.5% 12.5% 2.9% NOTES:
Jasper 5.8% 6.7% 7.8% 8.5% "Slatistics taken from Indiana Department of Warkforce Development. More information is available at the
Jay 5.9% 9.1% 14.T% 8.3% Statsindiana wehsite: statsindiana.cdu
Jefferson 5.1% 9.6% 14,1% 9.5%
ﬂ:"‘mﬁ ;;‘: ::: 1:: ;g ‘SFatis_rt‘ij; taken from U.S. Census Bureau (2000). More information is available at the Statsindiana website:
Knox 3.8% 16.0% 27.7% 7.8% L —
Kosciusko 4 4% 645 7.6% 10.7%
LaGrange v 7.7% 9.0% 1.2% *Cetimates were developed for the Indiana Family and Social Services Administration's statewide study of the
- 7.0% 11.7% 19,65 & uninsured. Estimales were based on a statewide survey (2000} and U1.5. Census Bureau Current Population Survey
LaPorte 6.5% 8.7% 14.2% 9.6% .-
Lawrence 7.5% 9.8% 15.5% B.6%
Madison 5.8% 9.3% 14.4% 8.4%
Marion 5.1% 11.4% 16,2% 10,0%
Marshall 4.0% 6.8% 9.6% 10.0%
Martin 5.1% 11.2% 14,6% 9.9%
Miarmi 5.9% B.0% 12.9% 11.6%
Monroe 1.9% 18.9% 15.1% 14.1%
Montgomery 4.7% 8.3% 14.2% 9.0%
Margan 4.5% 6.6% 9.1% = 7.6%
MNewton 6.4% 6.9% 7.6% 9.9%
Noble 5.4% 7.9% 11.9% 10,9%
Ohio 3.6% 7.1% 11.8% 9.0%
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pvw————- — :
v, | s, | * o [, | % e
2000 2000 1990- 2000 19%90- 2000
INDIAMA 767,836 160,311 23.3% 51,412 TL.7%
Adame 4,409 637 .15 730 4. 3%
Allen 43,884 10,036 18.7% 2,800 73.8%
Bartholomew 5,473 1,712 31.3% 554 80.6%
Benton 1,252 201 34.5% BE BT.2%
Blackfard 1,752 352 ECR T 136 61.9%
Boone 6,494 824 48.7% 309 B5.0%
Brown 1,761 207 29.4% 133 49, 4%
Carroll 2,560 294 19.5% 185 115.1%
Cass 4,975 892 0.0% 354 4. 7%
Clark 12,177 7,868 16.6% BB 68,38,
Clay 3,433 573 36.1% 215 86.0%
Clinton 4,413 721 2B.3% 320 T0.5%
Crawford 1,357 243 50.0% m 79.0%
[Daviess 3,865 580 12.9% 221 60.1%
[Dearborn 6,294 1,015 46.5% 367 09.5%
[Decatur 3,199 511 12.8% 126 9.9%
[DeKalb 5,493 173 39.9% 387 97.4%
[Delawars 13,119 1,198 9.0% 916 70.9%
[Dubois 5,498 684 30.5% 179 102.2%
[Elkhart 24,067 4,636 42.6% 1,839 B4.5%
Fayelle 3,144 636 -10.4% 264 66.0%
Floyd 9,551 7,109 14.9% 584 B4.2%
[Fountain 2,297 EEY] 14.4% 185 %0.7%
[Franklin 2,956 154 51.3% 159 62.2%
[Fulton 2,569 3 7.5% 215 104.5%
Gibson 4,119 728 26.4% 263 71.9%
Grant 8,341 2,001 1.3% 669 58.9%
Greene 4,242 705 25.4% 794 83.5%
[Hamilton 78,794 3,112 84.8% 1,097 188.7%
[Hancock 7,598 923 52.3% 381 77.2%
[Harrison 4,650 702 41.8% 302 81.9%
Hendricks 14,766 1,842 75.6% 757 148.2%
Henry 5,982 1,111 11.9% 97 16.4%
Howard 10,880 2,606 13.1% 721 53.7%
Huntington 4,894 809 28.8% 18 73.5%
Jackson 5,406 915 25.3% 368 89.7%
Jasper 3,891 460 25.6% 136 108.5%
Jay 2,711 441 5.7% 180 56.5%
Jefferson 3,885 BIS 19.3% 263 59.4%
Jennings 3,693 591 47.0% 307 151.7%
[ — 15,870 2,459 52.0% B34 95.6%
Knox 4,659 904 16.7% 301 B4TH
Kosciugko 9,717 1,419 1B.5% 706 OR.I%
LaGrange 4,556 434 52.8% 249 76.6%
™ 55,587 16,867 5.9% 3,671 40.5%
LaPorte 13,000 2,898 18.5% 912 49.5%
Lawrence 5,823 1,001 7.7% in T4.6%
~—— 15,878 1,857 10.5% 1,241 6.6
Marion 106, 350 32,850 Z4.0% 8,620 70.4%
Marshall 5,907 852 19.2% 385 77.4%
Martin 1,33 204 19.9% 93 75.5%
Miami 4,616 871 21.6% 334 58.3%
F— 1,377 1,415 19.9% 750 5R.2%
Montgomery 4,877 B&T 38.3% 360 104.5%

Families with own Single % Change in Single Single Fathers % Change in Single
Children under 18, Mothers, Mothers, Rt Tl Fathers,
2000 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000

INDIANA 767,836 160,311 13.9% 51,412 7L.7T%
Morgan 9,025 1,201 7.7% 618 101.3%
Narwton 1,827 FEv] 18.4% 130 66.7%
Noble 6,242 987 48.0% a7 B3.0%
Ohia 701 114 7L.7% 53 89.3%
Orange 2,472 359 14.0% 172 55.0%
Owen 2,782 432 56.0% 205 103.0%
Parke 1,958 326 14.4% 148 B7.1%
Perry 7,127 365 1.0 172 109 8%,
Pike 1,567 745 29.6% 115 45.6%
[Porter 19,127 2,943 30.3% 1,086 67.1%
[Posey 3,713 497 19.5% 209 95.1%
[Pulaski 1,755 239 36.6% (kT 89.9%
[Putnam 4,705 619 62.9% 773 113.3%
[Randolph 3,448 ] 4.1% 261 107.1%
[Ripley 3,604 516 42.5% 219 80.1%
[Rush 2,374 346 15.3% 152 52.0%
Saint Joseph 32,260 7,865 24.3% 2,148 66.0%
Scatt 3,090 504 .7% 244 B7.7%
Shelby 5747 92 45.1% 4% | 77.5%
Spencer 7,677 203 5.0 167 03.7%
Starke 2,947 512 73.4% F¥H) 58.6%
Steuben 4,147 715 67.4% 375 143.5%
Sullivan 2,497 424 52.5% 157 58.6%
Switzeriand 1,134 210 B1.0% 106 125.5%
Tippecanae 15,742 3,010 38.7% 951 B4.3%
Tipton 7,102 7 15.7% 125 33.0%
| Uinion 986 140 0.7% 35 34.0%
Vanderburgh 20,244 5,157 13.3% 1,299 57.6%
Vermillion 2,086 164 13.4% 128 37.6%
Vigo 12,125 2,993 21.5% 917 51.7%
Wabash 4,144 679 24.1% 761 49.5%
Warren 1,073 129 43.3% 79 107.9%
Warrick 7,321 074 30.9% 341 76.3%
Washington 3,589 557 22.4% 173 102.2%
Wayne E,573 2,03 1.8% 624 62.9%
Wells 3,647 537 30.7% 19 77.7%
White 3,152 452 12.7% 5 69.6%
Whitley 4,018 610 49.1% 79 93.8%
NOTES:

All statistics taken from U.5. Census Bureau (1990, 2000). More infarmation it available at the Statsindiana website:

stats. indiana.edu
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The Growing Latine Population in Indiana and Other Non-English Speakers

. a Hispanic % Change in Speak Spanith at Home and
;ﬁﬂ; us % of Hispanic o ';:;';E}:‘Lf;;‘:’:‘ than | creak English less than “Very
2000 o Total Pop, Population, 2000 ° y Well,
2000 1990- 2000 2000 *

INDIAMA 214,536 3.5% M7.7% 362,082 84,355
e 1,118 1.3% WOE 3,415 59
allen 13,877 4.2% 138.4% 13,053 5,367
Bartholomew 1,598 2.0% o7 A% 4,534 Bid
Benton 245 1.6% 126.9% 154 ]
Blackford Lk] 0.0% -7 8% 297 55
Boone 534 1.2% 113.6% 1,781 98
Brewn T3 0.9% 39.4% 355 6
Carroll ) COE 1.9% 68 4% T4R 123
Cass 2,905 715 1163.0% 2,8 1,186
Clark 1,799 1.9% 221.3% 2,821 o
Clay 155 0.6% 134.8% 409 79
Clinton 1,478 7.0% 447.0% Z,465 1,292
Crawford L] 0.7% 525.0% 168 i
[Daviess 620 1.7% 620.9% 3,781 443
[Dearborn 766 0.6% L% 1,116 165
[Decatur 132 0.5% 43.5%  BEA Y]
DeKalb 676 T.7% 110.6% G4 115
Delaware 1,304 1.0% 92.9% EX10 730
Dubals 1,103 1.5% o208 1,507 [5:11]
Elkhart 16,300 B.9% 455.9% 24,197 8,524
Fayette 132 0.5% O, 393 LH
Floyd 772 T.0% 203.9% 1,927 177
Fountain 150 T.1% 115. 9% %4 ]
Franklin 104 0.5% 100.0% 604 77
Fultan 471 I | 4 750, 4%, 706 304
Gibson 119 0.7% 72.0% B04 ik
Grant 1,787 7.5 18.0% 2,601 481
Greene 168 0.5% “B3.6% 690 77
Hamilton 2.511 1.6% 301.5% 9,715 1,126
Hancoch, 526 0.9% 58.0% 1,565 207
Harrisan k7] 1.0% 162.7% 781 193
Hendricks 1,162 1.1% 119.7% 1,815 91
Henry 87 0.8L 80.8% 529 231
Howard 1,709 2% 61.7% 3,077 517
Huntington 363 I T.0% 29.2%, 1,129 203
Jackson 1,112 — 2.7% B11.5% 1,646 632
lasper Th 7A4L TH.2% 1,059 755
Jay 390 1.5% 158.3% 1,179 203
Jeffersan 137 1.0% 169.9% 1,006 176
Jennings 193 0.7% 114.4% 616 18
i 1,591 T1.4% T51.7L 1,744 ]
Knox k¥7] 0.8 57.1% 1,170 214 |
Kosciusko 3,781 5.0% 195 9% 5,778 1,598
LaGrange 1,097 11K — 203.0% 10,004 biil
Lake 59,128 12.2% ILER 60,592 15,091
LaParte 1,400 1.1% 115,95 6,104 1,401
Lawrence 416 0.9% 186.9% ELE] L]
Madisan 1,993 1.5% 125.2% 1,849 1,073
Marion 33,790 39 194.0% 58,186 17,0657
Marshall 2,604 598 221.0% 4,085 1,358
Martin 47 0.4% 200.0% 115 7
Miami 478 1.3% -12.1% 1,209 161
Monroe i - 9% |  &6i5% 5,245 [X:]]
Montgomery 611 1.6% 284 3% 1,067 387
[Morgan 490 0.7% TT4.9% 1,401 I8
Newton 27 1.9% 138.4% 577 160
Nable 3,89 7.1% 477 8% 4,092 1,687
Ohia i3 0.4% 237.1% 73 10

Hi. ic % Cl in k wish at Home and
’”";’?*‘ aﬂﬂgf Hm wi:“ﬂm’t';::;r — s.psfua.l: Eﬁﬁsﬁ less than "Very
m’m’ Total Pop, Population, g T well,”
2000 1990- 2000 2000 ?
INDIANA 214,536 3.0% 117.7% 162,087 B4,155
ﬂlﬂrli‘l,‘ 108 0.6% B83.1% 995 106
Owen 164 0.5% 198, 7% Fil E1
Parke 104 0.6% 0.5% 536 44
Perry 133 0.7% 101.5% 438 76
Pike 74 0.6% 85.0% 211 18
Porter 7,079 4.5% B1.0% 5,533 1,120
Posey 118 0.4% 13.5% 532 128
Pulaski 91 1.4% B0.2% 0z Al
Pulmam 417 1.1% 11&“ ﬁ:” 141
Randolph 333 1.2% 73.4% 567 141
Ripley 247 0.9% 296.4% 447 10
Rush (7] 0.5% 50.5% 48k 12
Saint Joseph 12,557 4.7% 141.4% 21,139 4,617
Scott 112 1.0% 50.0% 398 98
Shelby 7 1% I1.0% 1,049 305
cor 303 1.5% 240, 4%, 602 125
Starke 514 i.2% 40.7% 1,123 162
Steuben 681 F R 9 253.9% 1,363 Z6h
Sullivan 179 0.5% 203.4% 650 171
Switzerland T8 0.9% 254.5% 755 8
Tippecanoe 7,834 53.3% 77.0% I&,CIB 3,564
Tipton 201 1.2% 66.1% 406 59
Union ¥ 0.3% -12.0% 165 k]
Vanderburgh 1,679 1.0% 90.1% 6,199 BAG
Vermillion 107 0.6% 75.4% 426 &5
[Vigo 1.275 1.2% 17.9% 3,905 416
Wabash FEF] 1.2% 79.0% B4 119
Warren 7 0.4% B0.9% 136 1]
Warrick 140 0.6% 102.4% 1,382 159
Washington 200 0.7% 85.7% 603 [T
Wayne 971 1.4% 159.6% 1,678 831
Wells kLT Ta% LR ] 172
White 1,349 5.3% &70.9% 1,706 L
Whitley 7% 0% T19.0% v 1
NOTES:

"Ml statistics taken from L.5. Census Bureau (1990, 2000). Maore infarmation fc available at the Statsindiana wehsite:

stats.indiana.edu

“Slalmstics regarding language spoken count people who are 5 years of age and older.



